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TO MARXISM 


Ihtm mm k will be devoted to an attempt to mke clear earn of t he 
underlying principle* and significant facts In Cqaaunlgt theory, tacti os* 
*a& cr ganla a tloa. The reason for this atterapt should be clear to all of 
J*wu The jadaury throat to the security of the United States at present 
is world c nwnwml ira.-nd th its focal point, its direotioi>--centered in the 
BSSR, 



I* Shs priaary purpoces of this lecture are as followsi 

JU Ts show that Hand m is the basis of both the jjfcgag and the 

of revdotionary sodsliea (that aystea which we now call (fcmssmisa, 
hat i&leh orig inall y woe known as Soclallsa)# (Quote cm theory from 
§£§$)* *»>^ac 36 ^*E 3 Scaiy bo cores a raatarial force aa soon as it has 
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B, f\» point oat (and attempt to fill in tho framework to ft certain 
extent)— that Marxist theory consists primarily of four elements* 

JU A system of philosophy (in the strict sense of the word) 

2, in eooncndc theory, 

3# A theory of politics and the state, 

4* A revolutionary program— based upon and justified hgr tbs other three, 

0* To urge the necessity. In any attempt to understand the devolopaant, 
and significance of Marxist theory— of sakiBg an attempt to project 
yourselves hack into th© middle of the 19th oertery when Marx ms 
doing lie thinking. So doing, will bring some realisation of th© 
condition which formed the activation of Marxist theory. The working 
class was undoubtedly being aocploited and lived under miserable 
conditions) and, in general, had no neons of protecting itself, either 
la politics! representation or in trade unions. In addition, a 
systea of rather static theory had been set up to justify the existence 
of that exploitation and those degrading conditions (the so-called 
"classical a corflef* **fcasad upon the concept of natjiayl lav) — a system 
that claimed nothing could b© done to bring any change, that any 
attempts to do eo were futile (Floaardo—^^ullcmgh^hblthuB ) « Marx, 
although on Intellectual, set himself up as a representative of that 
exploited clam, and in so doing he brought forth a series of ideas 
which were representative of a struggle of that *olaes" (used in a 
very loose sense)— «o he claimed, to better Itself, and which, con- 
sequently, opposed or rs-interprsted that static philosophic syste® 


25X1 
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with one which wna dynamic and changing in character, which irisual- 
iscd the "inevitably of change* rather than tfc® *l»jx>aelblllty of 
change*, 

la other ward*, iferx, instead of being a sis$le ivory tower sort of 
t hinker on philosophical questions, wa» a thinker with a purpose— 
a *M iaas* purpose— end th® theories iMch resulted from hi# thinking 
ar® unqueati oaatOy biased by his purpose. 

Fnrnonbap.. «ltunc f s intellectual background was Genmtn philosophy— 
he was net eaplriaal and hard-headed in th® American senna. He 
wanted to revolutionize femsaa society snd he studied its history 
with that end in view, and draw up a plan by which this night ba 
aoeesplished. 1st, instead of presenting his thoughts In a simple 
and dear fora, as a specific pica for the solution of & specific 
probleca, he started in by deciding in general what th® universe is 
mad® of and how it operates) and th®n gradually worked down towards 
a demonstration that by the vary nature of its being and laws of its 
o -oration this universe Is inevitably going to revolutionise Itsalf 
and it i# going to do this in just the manner outlined in Ms plan— 
therefore, as intelligent parts of a unive se of such a kind it 
behooves us to get to work toward bringing about or aiding the develop- 

fo other words— he attributed kla plan for changing th® world to tbs 
world itself, (gjgaRl4fl^far & relirloca idea). 

II, So meh by way of introduction i— we, will first consider, in acre detail, 

f.nhhycttiiftt 
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Mane 1 * system of philosophy* which was not original with him* except In 

tfao fact that it coaHttSd certain already existing ideas in & new 

■ % • . 

MSSBB B t eonjuction with Mane*# own purposes, Marx wrote about philosophy— 
"The philosophers Mtharto haws only interpreted ti e world in v rious 
waySf the thing is* however, to charge it”. 

This system of philosophy has three essential elements, a metaphysics, 
a Method* and an interpre ta tion of historical pare cesses, 

A, Hamden me ta p h y s ics (materialise) . Mataphyeios is that branch of 
philosophy which concerns itself with beliefs a out reality, To w 
are all aware of the fact that it is (or it was until recently) 
the ftaaottoa of soienoo to* objectively* establish the differences 
between appearance and actuality in tbs physical world (the apparent 
stability of the earth and its actual motion— for example). Bowevar* 
to philosophers, the question than presents Itself— is the physical 
world Itself a# fatal and substantial as it seen* — or as science 
says it 1st la physical reality the only genuine reality? This is 
the field of metaphysics—' to determine the ultimate reality, (For 
TnmTnpIs -irm Individual mao substantially and objectively real, and 
the tens 3&N only our expressed way and recognizing that all men art 
sufficiently alike to be expressed collectively— or is the Idea 1-&H 
the eternal and ultimate reality, and individual man only more or 
l*s* accurate copies* reflections, or manifestations of that idea? 

The seas would hold for tree, table, etc,). The history of thought 
has been very largely governed by the fact that to some thinkers 
man* as individuals* are the ultimate reality— ed. lie to others Man* 

GOHHttuwdA 
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the Mean is the ultimate reality. The former tend to feecoma 
mtarilists (or r»turalists )— the latter tend to become idealists. 

There are other viewpoints (for ecms^le---di!aliam, there are two kiwis 
of reality which are eternally divided! or the belief that mind 
and nature might both be manifestations of some third subetanoe, 

•to,), but these are the two which may be accepted as primary— at 
least for our purposes, (since these are the two which the Marxists 
use}. 

The Marxist isetaphynics Is mterlalist— 4t claims thatt 

1, the ultimate reality is not mind, but matter in motion (a process) 
(although a concept of matter was never clearly fefined by Marx), 

2, that the material world ponaeeea an adjective existence 
apart from our perception of it, and 

3* that the existence of matter precedes that of Bind 
4, that since material thin s do have an objective existence lasowledge 
«f them is not impossible to achieve, but rarely extremely 
difficult and complex. In other words, there are gaps in our 
knowledge of the world and man not because those gape represent 
■ysteriee, but because they have simply not yet been filled In by 
man’s knowledge, They are knowable, however, since, to the Marxist, 
•wrytoing that is real derives ultimately fr m nature, which is 
knowable to man. 

Since the concept of ultimate jqyatery is denied— the materialists logi cally 
wject toe concents o£ reliripn. a universal will, toe Absolute idea— 
mad other idealistic concepts which are not based upon anything material 

CONFIDENTIAL 

• 1 I 


25X1 


Approved For Release 2009/04/14 : CIA-RDP78-03362A000500060003-5 




and are not knowatlo id 

Materialism was not# of course# something original with Moras— ani ha was 
influenced by previous materialist philosophers, notably those of the 
2$th century French school— of which Holb&eh Is probably the c 5 iaf 
repstMHRtatlvc* Holb&ch and his group took the Ifewtonian view of the 
world# which viewed it as a riechsnisa or a machine which had ori ginally 
bnn motivated by God but in the functioning of which God no longer 
played a part— and they denied the ecr stance or necessity of God# sad 
viewed the world la purely mechanistic# atheistic terns— as an eternal 
Machine which was governed ty the stomal lam of nature. This was 
BBOfoeni stie matcrialisa*— a static# stereoty od system# td ioh failed, to 
allow for the possibility of development or change, Marx accepted the 
materialism# but since ha was a revolutionary who sought change— ha 
put e,r*d e the mechanistic aspect of this philosophy In favor of some- 
thing acre dyMWla— and to him scientific. This led him to decide 
that in spite of the importance of the materialist basis of reality— 
there was such a thing as conscious activity— t ! si men, in addition 
to being mere itfoldents in a mechanical process were capable of 

upon that process— that knowledge and action were bound together* 
•Freedom of thought is the recognition of necessity," Necessity— 
material conditions, laws etc. This deoislon led Iter x to the adoption 
of a new thought method— this ethod was Hegel* a dialectic— and from the 
onl« of ths KtarUllot wtaphjnjio, and tho dlnlootio, Jfar* arriaod 
at dialectic or scientific -• atarlalisa. 

B. the dialectic i It should be pointed out at the beginning that Hegel, 
in oentrast to Iters, was an idealist, and that Mars borrowed# inrimarily# 

25xi QDKHutaML 
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bis mthod—oot his mtaphyaics, Hegel decided t? at the ultimate 
ma the "absolute idea” «nd that can's thougit and all 
historical processes war® a series of conflicts pushing nan upward 
oloser to the "absolute idea". Is contrast to that of the machinists. 
Hogs!** thought-method was vlytsaaic or evolutionary. He thought of 
•veiiy thing in term of process rather than of iaare static experience. 
Swteed of saying, "This is" or "that is not"f he mid, "This is 
eeasta® to be what it was and becoming i«hat it was not". The 
fuinuUzed process through which this theory worked itself out was 
rolled the dialec tic, and although it had existed since 550 B.C., 
it use neglected and cam as a rather startling nov el ty to 19th 
century Stamps. 

dal«sti« was an old word In philosophy. It was used to describe 
the aethod ©? argument favored Igr Socrates, a technique of arriving 
at truth by reconciling two opposing statements. For aaeaapls , I 
** ic * a statenent concerning the nature of aan. lou sake an o pposin g 
***** *• b*y to recoticile our statements end dis til a better 

definition out of our conflicting concepts, As a fora of logical argu- 
****** the dialectic was, end still is, useful. But Hegel mte of 
it something anch acre si g ni fi c an t than a sere athod of arguraataUon. 
According to Hegel, this dialectic is a process fcy mans of which ell 
hietney proceeds in realising the plan of the "ddLvlne idea”. The 
v«ry ma-mern of history is dialectic* It progresses only through a 
•wriee of conflicts and clashes resulting f r om the unf h id i n g of 
logical i daas. 
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we mat reaaaber— at this point— that Hegel ws m idealist. Ms 
mm leading toward a close®* relationship on earth* 
the "absoluta idea*. 3ba cay call it "dialectical idealisia" if 
J*» Ufa* scssintios* Hsgd, in conformity with Ms i laalisra, deiemined 
Iftmt the State was the rerelation of the Absolute Id a on aarth* and 
«»t t he individual mist identify hie own "will" with the "will” of 
tfce Sta tfr—enaHini h i ias al f thereby to overooEse acre opposition and 
to approach nearer to the Absolute Idea. 

the dialectic is more foxmllaod than I hare thus far indicated* at 
least* ia its terminology* The terras* 1. Thesis 2. Antithesis, 

«d 3* Synthesis are used to describe the dialectic process. Each 
■tag* in the realisation of the plan of tha Absolute Idea prerents 
A "thesis*, However* every taels brings with it like a shadow* 
its negative* which is called its "antithesis"* (hit of the ensuing 
eocfllet between tit ere two a "synthesis" arises* and this* in its 
turn* becomes a new "thesis* for a new conflict— and so so— each 
step appsroaefelng nearer to the Absolute* (For Bagel’s followers 
approaching nearer to the dominance of Prussia— as most reprerentativo 
of the Absolv e Idea on earth— for Iferac— approaching nearer Gaemunism), 
fla» there is a social esolutlpft proceeding fro© lower to higher stag a 
by the interaction of causally related opposites* The triangular 
process is eoatimeus and pervades every institution whether it is 
reeogaired or not* and whet! er it be reality itself, or hwwn 
though t about reality* 

li addition to this teredscslogy there are lews of the dialectic— 
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w&toik* for our purpose* nay be limited % the three nest fundenentalf 
the Isms of 1* the unity of opposites 2, the tranaformtion of 
quantity Into quality, end 3, the negation of the negation* 

A* The Isms of the Dialeotic (not approached os a priori truths tut 
is laws wtiieh are grounded on &y.8«UTB scientific evidence). 

1* Unity of opposites (Lenin - the salt of the dialectic). 

*■ 

**sh ssity contains within itself polar opposites- -like 
positive and negative poles of the electron. These opposites 
sithia a unity are interdependent and interacting. These 
intswwtiEg elements (in an idea or in the physical world) 
oara&itais a logical unity so )ong as that particular coa- 
hinatlon and pattern are relevant to and consistent with the 
rest of the universe* 

To translate this idea into sociological terss* Marxists tell 
w that in capitalist society the bourgeoisie »*n*f proletariat 
sops polar opposites* like the two poles of the electron* The 
w&ty (capitalist society) cannot exist without both of then 
ma& the society will exist as long as the balance between the 
tee r ema i ns . Itet this interdependency between the two opposite# 
ca nn ot c ont inue to exist* for the dynamic interaction b atwoen 
Urn two forces gives the capitalist sooisty the character of 
a constantly changing unity and this aadstinjr contradiction 
withixi capitalism will lead to socialise* a Lighter ctage of 
development than capi talism, 

fe the HuB&st this law proves that wo live in a universe of 
change, % laying down the precept that there are opposing 

forces In a unityClUIEiM.il fciLlange and by guaranteeing 
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ohang* the law guarantees history. The change is necessarily 
toward. 

2, Tha twinsformticm of quantity into quality. 

Hiia law points out that history cannot be merely a mechanical 
aemnolatlon of quantitative changes. Change does taka place 
thru i^srcoptible mutations tout only until a thing cannot vary 
while remaining the same. (Water to steam or Ice, or the fact 
that an aoorn is not a miniature oak tree.) Tims, humanity is 
not affected by the gradual process of growth but by sudden 
jumps, Iferseists call, these jumps revolutions. (The monopoly 
imperialist stage of capitalism must jump to socialism.) 

These sadden jumps most be emphasized, for it is this way only 
that new qualities are produced. Changes without these leaps 
would be quantitative and not qualitative. Hence, one should be 
a revolutionary, not a reformer. 

We have had these leaps in the past which have resulted in 
qualitative changes in our society, for the society of today 
is not merely a larger tribal community than that which, existed 
in primitive times. 

3, negation of the negation. 

The synthesis negates the conflict between thesis and anti 
thesis and is thus the negation of tha negation, i.e., the new 
qualitative state is the negation of the old one. 

To think dialectically is to realize that the important thing 
about the subject matter is not the state it appeal's to be in at 
the mc«wit but the direction and rate of change taking place in 
It. 

25X1 
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To champion laissez fair© economy in tho 18th Century was radical, 
revolutionary. It was opposed to established privilege and came 
from the left. 

Today It canes from the right and Is a guarantee of established 
privilege. 

It wold be correct reasoning to say that laiseez fairs was 
radical (A is A) and since it was so in the ISth Century by 
forwl logic A is still A but we know that it isn't since we 
live in a universe of change. If the universe were stadia this 
would be correct reasoning, 

C. Dialectic Materialism* We have examined two aspects of Marxist 
thought, Materialism and the dialectic. Marx, of course, combine? 
the two elements in the formulation of dialectic * terialissn, which 
means that he took the materialist interpretation of world farces 
(that the developments of history are determined by knovable forces) 
and applied the dialectical process to it, in a combination which is 
represented as the only true, scientific explanation of reality, 
I.e.,material forces working themselves out in human history by a 
process of conflict and change, (Matter in metiers is explained. ) 
Etegele « "Dialectics reduced Itself to tee science of the general 
laws of matter in motion. It is impossible to J ransoend the natural 
process, there are the general laws of motion and development, and 
that is all. Ihrnian nature has no reality apart from this natural 


process, it is part and parcel of it. ' 

This terra taken by itself, even with an understanding of both materialism 


and tee dialectic, haa^-ary little meaning unless it Is riven a con 

. 1 i^t- j j. _ *.».*_ 
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a concept from another philosopher, Ludwig Feuerbach , Feuerbach 
tell®d himself a materialist, and debunked tie concept, put forth by 
Hegel, that if we seek the real origins of son we would find an 
eternal ’‘absolute idea," What ve would find, rota Feuerbach, would 
be the basic social needs of society, Karx seised upon this parti 
aular concept, Feuerbach, stated specifically that the starting 
point of any inquiry should be concerael with man's needs for Pro 
duotion, Reproduction, and Soaamnications, >iarx eliminated the 
second sad third, and choso the first. Production, as being the most 
important, and proceeded to put his whole doctrine of history in 
terms of man* o answer to the challenge of meeting adequately his 
t»edB far producing the essentials of his life, shelter, food, and 
at a latter stage, goods of all kinds. 

In this manner he gave his doctrine of dialectic materialist u con 
text, man's history, materialist because man’s basic physical needs 
precede his ideas, dialectical because man’s history can be traced 
in a series of conflicts revolving around the nee! for production. 
Ibis results in what is called: 

D, Historical materialism (or if you wish, historical dialectic 

materialism’), another Important aspect of the Marxian philosophical 
system, 

E * historical Materialism (Materialist interpretation of history) . 

1, This is dialectical materialism applied t the particular 
field of toman relations within society, 

Marx says teat tee common aid which all men pursue is the 


production of the means to support life and next to that the 


exchange of things produced. 

( L .(t for at 
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Hurx— "I was lad by ay studies to the conclusion that legal 
relations and the forms of the state could neither he understood 
hy themselves nor be explained by what was called the general 
progress of the human mind, but ware rooted in ths material 
conditions of life, • , Men, in the social production which they 
carry on, enter into definite relations which are indispensable 
and independent of their willsj and these relations correspond 
to a definite stage in the development of their material powers 
of production. The sum total of these relations of production 
constitutes the economic structure of society -the real founda- 
tion on which rise legal and political superstructures, and 
to which definite forms of social consciousness correspond. It 
is not the consciousness of men that determines their existence, 
boh^ on the contrary, their social existence determines their 
ooosdousness.” 

• * 'refers , the basic conflicts of the dialectical process in 
hstaen society operate in terms of dianging productive forces 
which place men is certain relations with othor men (production 
relations.) 

i*e, -the way In which men earn their livelihood is fpodamental 
t© every thing else. Political, and legal conventions are roared 
upon It, and upon these all the rest of Ben’s actions and ideas . 
The method of production in material life determines the general 
char acter of the social, political and spiritual processes of 
Ilfs. 

Wh*n these productive forces change, production relations change. 

Productive forces Aid practical rirfn and his 
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Production relations i® tween nan and man) in turn determine man's 
society xdiich develops as a result of the basic productive 
forces being employed at a particular time in history. Jfene 
gives ns the historical periods, and points out that in each 
stage the system of economic production lias become outmoded and 
production relations have become intolerable. 

According to the Marxist interpretation society is regarded 
a* a dynamic process undergoing constant change, continuously 
experiencing the growth, development and decline of its forces . 
Thus, the process is a cause and effect relationship -so that 
Qaffi - Phase of history in a society contains the principal 
gAgf fwntff of the preceding phase and in turn furnishes the soil 
out of which the succeeding phase will grow, 

Each stage is an advancement on the other, according to the 
dialectic . 

Engels* "Just as Darwin discovered the law of evolution in 
organic nature, so Vkrz discovered the law of evolution 
in human history. . . the simple fact hitherto concealed by 
ideology that mankind must first of all eat and drink, have 
shelter and do thing, before it can pursue politics , religion, 
science, art, etc. 


The economic system of society is the substructure. The religion, 
ethics, laws, and institutions are the superstructure, built upon 
and determined by the substructure. 
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Tims, social development is not affected because of the 


•Mergence of new rational principles or a new concept of 
truth and Justice, since these belong to the superstructure. 
What aakes them acceptable is that changes in the productive 
forces have created the environment which makes them seam the 
natural expression of shat men have ease to desire. 

Engels-— "The final causes of all social changes and political 
revolutions are to be sought, not in men's brains, not in man's 
better insight into eternal truth and Justice, but in changes 
in the mode of production and exchange* They are to be 

sought not in the philosophy but in the economies of each 
particular epoch," 

Marx does not deny the importance of the role of the super- 
structure, but says that it is always the expression of the 
dominant class interest. 

F, The Class struggle. (Borrowed from French historians, Guizot and 
Thierry. } 


1* Fra® historical materialism Marx derived the theory of the 
dess struggle, 

a. In society relations of production have been relations of 


exploitation which have always divided it into classes. 
These classes will ultimately fall into two hostile camps-- 
the exploiters and the exploited. The conflict between the 
two will produce progress thru the dialectic. 

«• 1 j.ough Marx never defined class, the antithesis class must 
possess certain characteristics. 
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m Sooaonleally shotted 
(2) Politically opprsssed and 

Cl) Weldted together by the conditioo of its ealstenoe. 

C4) Hwfc oenstttate the s»e» of ths population, 

dees struggle oust inevitably lead to the vol iti o n of 
i&amom and the wtafrliafaaant of ft cl&esissa society, 
fM» # la its barest eeasr.tials, ocnstitutee th® ihrxist system of prdQosojfy, 
«»£»** of a &»t«pt9*la* (aatarialisa), method or pros®#® (tb# dialectic), 
ft ftos Ma a t la c of two (dialectical or soiontlfio afttoriallaa} # sod an 
application of dialectical mtariaHan to aaa 1 * history (historical wsiOTialiwa) 

of PhllftiK Mr tfyy t 

1« Sfttnrft and Sodftty do di l^plsy conflicts, but this cannot t# th* solo 
3Uw «f development, 

2* Tfeft ffledusive e^iftftia given by Harr*# followers to oconoiJ.cs baa 
fftU«d to megB^a fc*»rtancs of religion, politics, individuals, 
fttft* (althoo^i Ihr* did}, History has not been motivated by one 
single ftoawe, 

I* The ftliiata struggle, although a valid analysis. Is not the exclusive 
faftfti tf 8MB*s social history, and furthermore, relations have not 
ftlnsys bean relations of exploitation. Class struggle is a fast, 
hot sot a valid basis fOo? a coaplste tfaeoxy. 

4» Wlrf in class struggle as " inner essence" of history then 
ftttspibotft to idsola worfcln,. class attitudes whicdi, in fact, are 
to a ssall group of rcmslutionaries. 
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5* Ultimate conflict is acre possifcjy the individual US Society or 

**vm ® Society cto, — not al*sa SB. dace., and this cannot be 
< &ale«tAeally r ©solved* 

6r ?rodactlw &?cs ® are 6»d fey application of mn’s intelliceaoe, 
aet autosaatiottlly through the dialectic* 

There ia a aiuglo mmamd oauaatian activating Idatcoy towards 
pr®«mss» which sunset is proved. (Heins) 

** Scientific (theolatical). Beiae~Th«re ia as necessity 

bridge* causation* 

&. It cut the dialectic to jam a acral^oot a scientific aaoessity* 

Tbl * *• 8 SCrstioal •“ r * 21 ^ i0U£ conceit. And it is dogmatic on the 
fcaiief ia this Necessity, (iforal necessity-replaced — 

with sooi&liaed industry). 

% The eeoaoadc interpretation of history does not n**d the elaborate 
temev&fc of the dialaotic to paw* it. Most historians new 
it (although not ono explanation of bow it works). 

10. Sb states that matter is the true reality end then proceeds to endow 
that natter with purpose— an unadmitted theology i aeause he doesa*t 
® dalt “V porposQ accept « blind necessity, 
m. tar oonaM^ttat 1. th. Itesot mb ttaay whish. If „*thUg, 
ia all It. iwdaaotlM*, 1* acre involved then hit phUoaophy. It. 

*01 to wAt at th. outset, however, that the Konian aomoodos la «**» 
'*"* asm Ite's aotlvaUan and purpose {. r-mdntloimy alas. struggle), 
and that It Is prfatrUjr « orttinue of capitaliatlo soalaty, sol on 
rttttpt to snin at a se-oaUad eoiantiflo eiplanstir. of the exploltetlsa 
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«l s tit* elate teioh he bad chosen to represent. This, plus tee attempt 
to peeve again sciantdflQ&lly , that tit* tettfgeodoo class, which was cl dating 
labor out of tee 'value which it had created, msopwating la such a aeanar 
€liat it wmM eventually destroy the capitalist cyst*® and itself. 

She Ru'jJst eooaoaie system is oanposed primarily of throe alaaan tat 
3U fie labor theory of talao {which was notori giaal with HaJ 
2* The theory of surplus valno, qnfi 

3* Certain deductions resulting trm the theory of surplus 
According to Jfc*ga2s* &n'« two greatest oor.trlhutiona vex* historical 
a ll u s sad the theory ©f surplus value, 
ffc*** a*% however, cartain jsrcaisee vSiieh css® first, 

W* have acted teat Marat, la ids philo sophy, had determined teat the key 
te Social Change is to be found la changes la the mode of production, 

Shis scene, teat in Mm aoonosdce, be was committed to a study of tea 
eooaosdo system {or "political eoonoty B as it is usually called) from 
tee vtawpefiai of discovering or formulating the i&ws goYaming chan ges 
la tee node of pro tection, He stated his scientific . goal as foll o w s » 
lay hare the economic 1m of notion of modern scciety," Sa had 
Sw^imt dstwrs&md that this motion resulted fro® a aeries of historical 
conflicts between classes. He i*agaa the “Goawmiat Haalfeeto" with a faaous 
History ef all hithorto existing eoteoty is tee history 
«f eUm straggles*. Therefore, it ftelloiw teat the essential economic 
factors are those white underlie and express themselves in tee fora of 
conflict. 

A statement white Marat aada in his of Saosxmv is &ia» 

COIllfifinmAi 
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i&gt&flcant in my introduction to ids oconardos, So wot e, * Capital is 
the all dominating eeononic power in bourgeois society** This indicated, 
t» Max, that the primary economic relation is that between capitalist 
and workers— as he ssepressed It— ®The relation between wage labor and capital 
deterndnos the entire character of the mode of production.* The task of 
the eecmeaio investigation than boils down to the reduction of the capital— 
labor relation to Its raoet signix'icant factors* 

1b brief— any survey of Marxian econoadcs most begin with the recog- 

• V 

nition of four elements (1) Changes in the soda of production are basic* 

(2) These changes are hrou$it by clam struggle* 0} 3k bourgeois society , 
capital is the doa&imnt eo* power— thus leterning that (4) In capitalist 
society the capital— labor struggle is the essential element* 

What, then, is the nature of this capital-labor relation* (The 
capitalist bays labor-power from the vorkarj the worker received in turn 
wnsey from the capitalist with Which he acquires the necessities of 
life) Oa this subject Marat wrote, *Bvexy commodity has a two-fold aspect, 
that of two value, and that of atohange value** However, he felt that 
nse valpe represent*! only a relationship between the consular, the object 
consumed, and therefore was not s ig If leant, for economics is a social 
science of the jelations between people, Cto the other hand, he felt that la 
possessing exchange value relative to one another eosmodities showed their 
unique characteristic. At first glance It ndght seem that hers is even less 
of a social relation than in ti.se value, a relation between only things, 
ifcxx 1 # answer to this problsa is the key to his theory of value. The 
relation between things, which we call exchange value— the value of one 
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ecmraodity m expressed to taros of another— and exchanged In accordance with 
the relative aenrat of labor required to produce s&ch, is to reality only 
mu outward for* of the social relation between the eownodity owners. The 
vxabmg* at cosaaodities is to reality only an e x oh a i-g s of the results of 
the labor of the producers of those oobsro titles. This analysis of the social 
cha rac teristics of ooBrodities and comredity production led Karx to identify 
labor as toe substance of valiw (exchange value)— end to adopt frost the 
classical economists (Riocardo) toe let element of hie economic theory- 
toe labor theory of value, 

Rleoarde bad tentatively stated that— "The value of a eosModity depends 
apca the naacb e r of labor hours necessary for Its production," hut had ringed 
this doctr ine with all sorts of qualifications . Riocardo had also stated 
that toe value of labor itself (a conmodlty) depended upon too oost of sub- 
sistence of laber (iron Law of Wages), Finally Hiocardo had recognized the 
existence of a legitimate profit— "The difference between the price of the 
amount produced by a given quantity of labor — and the wages of that labor— 
determines profit* (no concept of having all the value produced by labor 
returned to labor—®© moral necessity), 

Mtarx took over this thoory fro® Riocardo, discarded its tentative 
char acter and rads it absolute, to order to do that* however, he rad© certain 
Changes, It had been taught that prices ware determined by the value of 
ceanodity aeaeured to terms of toe taas-ber of later hours required to produce 
it, Bowever, wployere were able to make agreements with employee* which 
vers act detsradned by toe nsnafeer of hours they worked, thus indienting 
that the price of labor (a oowodiiy) was not determined in the sere way as 
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othsr oonaatlM. Bnt-lf ft. thwar fat W> or kows «* the ««a« .«“* 
of valta did <»t .pply to lator, «Uht it not bo that It ad not apply to 
otber prieoo too. >te an to ft. nowmo by pointing oat that tho eapltali«t 
«u joying for labor pooor, not labor hour*, and that tha wl» cl labor 
poosr la the arwog. aa*«r of labor hour, naoowary to prodno. the onbaiota oa 
raqulrod to support lifa. labor Power- -"the labor of all inlivid-oals 

consciously applied as one single social labor potwar.* 

The labor time put into tho production of tho value which the voider 
reoeivoe a* this means of subsistence is called * socially necessary labor." 

& order to resolve tho Inconsistencies resulting from the existence 
Of Skilled and unskilled, and different capabilities, Harx indicated that 
h» was referring to "simple average labor"— a category to which all types 
ore reducible* This any he arrived at howl— t* rough experience! 

Thus— "the value of a coamodlty is determined by the mxmA of 1*bor- 

power embodied ia it#" 

Jn order to understand what ttsswc was attempting to do here, we mvt 
divest ourselves of the tendency to regard value and price as being 
synonymous. The Marxist theory of value ie not as account f hew m&B t 
prices are determined (except In the ileal situation). Karr was more 
ooneerned with "what ought to he" rather than "what is". This theory Is, in 
a sense, an abstraction (to be l.sed for his purposes) sad should be recog- 
nised as such. A. distinction Is made between the value which Is determined 
by the quantity of labor power embodied in a coanodity, and the price at 
yM«h it is actually exchan/ed. What Marx calls exchange value is the 
abstraction and la not synonymous with actual price* 
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fhe theory of value of Btac (volvus 1 of Usui Xap only) ie concerned 
with what aaa ought to got for his labor— it thinks of value In t arm of 
worth, It always has in ndnd an organisation of society in »t.ich a coasraxilty 
woH fetch what it ms worth (it feeing worth the amount of socially necessary 
labor p omr mho* tied in it). What Marx calls exchange value is what a 
ooraooiitiy well fetch in an ideally orgpjalaed society, (actually— a 
aowsodity i® worth what it will fetch— -in terras of desand). 

of Marx 1 ! interpreters (Croc®) stated that ^Marx was knowingly 
describing a world that did not exist in order to cast light on one that 
did*. (iferx— tewever did not say this), 

(feint out conflict between volumes I & HI of ESa s Sap* Volume III 
extends a Cost of Production theory of value in conflict with Volume I* 

Sever resolved, although roccgnised by Marxists), 

Os the basis of this abstraction, the labor theory of value, Marx 
turned out the second element of his economic theory— the theory of surplus 
veins teach mar® significant than labor theory of value). This again was 
«rt new, he merely took wlat Hiccardo labelled legitimate profit— 
its name to surplus value and said that 1 stead of being legitimate it was 
b eing stolen fr & the workers* 

8®» review might again be of value in this connection, a review of 
the difference between e- isple o lamdity , -redaction and capitalist production 

as Marx visualised it , 

Under staple ooonoulty production mch producer awns and works with 
his own means of production. Under capitalism ownership of the scans of 
production is vested in one uet of individual* while the work is performed 
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bjr another. This produces — in staple ecwnodity production— only a relation 
between owner r.nd owner, bat in capitalism, a relation between owner and 
sawnnssr, la other word®, the haying and selling of labor power is charac- 
teristic only of' capitalism. Marx stated: 

•She historical c^nditim * of capitalism* S existence are by no means 
given with the jeers circulation of money and commodities, It can spring 
into life only when the owner of the means of production and s\.bsietenes 
wests In the market with the free laborer selling hie labor power. This 
one historical condition comprises a world* a history. Capital, therefore, 
atawance* from lie first appearance a new apod, in the pr-oestf of social 
jaroductlon,* la sinple commodity production the formula ia: Goi®»ditiea— * 
M B my »"< i «C oa?' oditie* , (of a different kind). (C«4S-C) and this makes aer.se 
because it answers a specific need. In capitalism the formula is K-C-M, 
and it la pointless unless it become* M-G-MPand W is greater than M. 

(& quantitative exchange value la substituted for a qualitative use value), 
the capitalist ha* reason for laying out money for labor power -means of 
production only if he can, thereby, acquire a larger aeount of money. This 
Increment cf money— the difference between H & M is what Marx calls surplus 
value—conetltuting the income of the capitalist. 

This analysis has important implications for Marxists. The capitalist 
coses into the market with money and buy* machinery, materials, and labor 
power. Be then combines these in a process of production which results in a 
mass of comae di ties being again placed on the market. At the end (even 
though he ttys and sells the commodities at their equilibrium value) he has 
wore money than he started with. Somewhere surplus value has been created— 
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but whors? Tho v*&«» wMcb the mch&iery and tmterials transfer to the 
ocwsaedity Is the saw* at the end as it was before tbs transfer, There is 
no reason to assuita that either watarials or waohlnary car- transfer w ra 
value to the prodnot than ttsy themselves contain# This lesvas or ly one 
posaihlllty—noBely— tl at labor power must 1« the source of surplus value* 
for the fa llo wing reason, la a day*© work* hho laborer produces eots than 
a day* a neaps of subsistence* Ceasequ&ntly, the working day can be div.ded 
into two parte socially, nocescary labor and surplus abor * TFa prodect 
of necessary labor accrues to the laborer in the form of ws-goa— 'Whila the 
product of surplus labor is appropriated by the capitalist in the foisa of 
surplus value, What is specific to the capitalist society is not the faat 
of' ssiploitailon of one part of the population by another* "but the fora which 
this exploitation ftssus.es-— mutely tha production of surplus value* 

Another way of stating it: There is a difference between the use-value 
of labor and its exchange value | its use-value consists of tha value of tha 
products which it produces, hut Its exchange value depends solely upon the 
cost of the food* clotting, and shelter necessary for phy sisal survival, 

Tfce Capitalist — says Mferx- -pays only for the axehftag© value ©f labor capacity* 
bat «jwp at ob tain ing its us-> value. The difference bertssen the exchange vela* 
of labor and its use-value is anrritts value * 

This analysis loads to further eleaentu of the theory of surplus value? 
Capitalist profit varies in direct proportion to the ar-unt of tiae the 
laborer Is forced towrk beyond tha ti»*?e required to oara the subsistence 
wages he is .paid for bis labor power (Theory of Beploitatioa) * 

1, Komi principle of Marx hero is that non is robbed if he does 
not receive tte full value >f hio labor, 
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Capitalist has control, over the means of prediction, <hich are* 

X» Constant capital - raw materials, land, Jfechinery, Stored up labor. 
2* Variable capital - labor power. 

Tbs isoynt of profit will depend on the proportion of labor to aaofclnory 
la a given undertaking, The more labor and leas machinery — the 
grsatar will be the profit— (wt leh is obviously false hot Iferx never resolved 
it). 

222* Iftfoa tbs Theory of Surplus Y&lm Jferx Deduces Three taws. 


tksSmst toaiSalte immSta&Sm* 

Because of constant technological advances and eo- petiti a with 
fellow capitalists, the capitalist is forced to install sore and 
labor-saving s»chin**y in his factory in order to. produce 
goods* This Is a hindrance "because any increase In the 
properties* of constant to variable capital will result- in decreased 
profits* 

B « Wax Imstte $ 9sasss3as&m st 2 m3&1* 

fhm anther of capitalists will contract as the weaker are driven 
fwm the field, *<hja capitalist kills many,* 

Tims, oapitalisn inevitably leads to monopoly in the forra of trusts 
end cartels, since these alone are strong enough to withstand th^ 

*GC ^Oj'tXC OJE* X 0 


is ft result the sisery of the workers will continually Increase, I 

| 

Be net Masse ^e capitalists, for he is forced by competition 
to inOTitse his exploitation of the labor ar by extorting xorst and 
M»rs hours of unpaid labor from him* 

CONFinFMTlM 
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The increase In asckinery results in the growth of the industrial 
mem anrar. This allows the capitalist to f . roe down wages to 
otoffipensato for his loss of profit. Bui, without wages ti e laborer 
cannot buy the capitalist goods | so the capitalist is forced to 
produce cheaper goods. To do this he isust vise sore re&ohinsry and 
have larger factories, forcing noro workers into the ranks of th* 
unsasploysd and thus raducii\- tfcsir purchasing power. This gives 
rise to— ' 


E * IM &mz si Ls&reratimfllpa sz maaMte* ds®K>natmte« 

the inherit oontradicti n in the capitalist system which will 
lead to its inevitable collapse, this collapse is fostered by 
ths revolt of the increasingly rile arable proletariat. 


F. According to Jfcrx, this collapse should her 5 .'® occurred toward the 
end of the 19th Century, However, the lot of the laborer lias 
improved instead of getting worse and the capitalist eyetea is 
stronger than ever. 

Theory of Imperialist Cepitedlst^Lcnin. . j \ 

Sines Mess* s predictions lid not caste true,, Lenin transferred Harxie® 
f^?oa the national to tho International level and produced tho following 
elaboration of Karx’s tI.eoxyj < x - 

Singe the development of the capitalist syisbesi la any ons ecm/try 
gradually eliminate# profits, capitalists seek outlets in oour tries 
in wfaieh there is labor a till to be explcd/t#d and additional ajSrkat# 
to «wapoaBate for tho inadequacy of doaer/tic rsarba-e* The iiarp-f rialic tic 
stage of cepitaliara loads to the inevitable clash of rival lx^crialiats 
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(ida.t capitalist ola uea in different countries), and the eventual 
downfall of capitalise because of its international contradictions * 
Thus the theory is saved by extending it to take into consideration the 
eeonoislo davelopaseats of the latter part of the 19tfc century. 


1» Labor theory of value not acaepbsHe— cannot be proved-— they 
rases* to ger^mlitiee. It la & theory of exploitation— not a 
theory of value {conflict even in Marx, between Tolune I and 
Volume HI). 

2* theory of surplus value oballongafcle— since again it cannot be 
proved— aad they refer to generalities (Inge la). 

3» Saw of PtsAnishlng profit is etatiatloally disproved. 

A* MLm igr of proletariat has not increased. 

5* Ha was right In claiming that labor was set receiving a fair 
share— test there are many other solutions than revolution. 

6* Again, it is not scientific, it is a moral Judgment— a Judgment 
that It is isnoral to treat labor as a' commodity, 

7. Application of its criticism of capitalise leads not to social 
society with equality. Justice, etc., but to a totalitarian state 
aeononytHilf ending )— gave Lenin imperiallsn. 

8, Be is the last of the "classicists*— -eince he, too. Ilk© Malthas 
s tees the misery of the working class— coder capitalism, as being 
inevitable. 

Value is a price we set upon things when they satisfy our wants— 
It cannot be reduced to any common measure. 

The third element In ^ l If' iai3 ^ l9CV ^ state and 

revolution , or If uravin h”’* * Mlil **“ r * fl « It “ 
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and were designed to reflect ft social change of the greatest importance— 
the rise to consciousness and finally, to political power, of the industrial 
working class. He lave already noted that Marx presented capitalism la 
ehat ad^it be sailed its social aspects— as an institution that had produced 
*»d was continually enlarging a class of exploited men— the industrial 

proletarita. The rise of such an industrial proletariat, Jferx regarded 

. i ' V\ 

Si potentially t^e moot revolutionary fact in modern history# Starting 

1 

trm the admitted fact of divergent class interests hoi set himself to 

\ 

interpret the concept of the state (democracy in capitalism) as an ideology 

■K 

pesnllar to the bourgeoisie and to create a politics suitable for the use. 

«f the rising proletariat in the struggle for power. Be combined an 

ft 

esplanation of political development with ft plan for the proletariat 1 * 
taking part la that development (again the activist principle of the 

jtlon of theory and praotiae). Marx conceived that kdstoai'T would 



\ 


^ tl! * 

advame of that class to a dominant pl&ee in modern society— both 
eeoecraie and political (although, of course) the end product was a classless 
•m lety dominated by no one}# 

from his analysis of aid 29th century society, and motivated by bis 
desire to advance the proletariat— Marx brought forth a theory of the 
stati and revolution which contained the following elements* 

2# A definition of the State— which claims that the state Is nothing more 
than a sau*hin*— created for the expression of on® class by another, 
in the case of capitalist society it is bourgeois democracy, which 
pess&tt tie bourgeoisie to exploit the proletariat# Bngels farther 
indicates that the state is not a natural institution and arises paly 

CONFIIEW 
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•daan society Is cleft into irreconc liable antagonise# which it Is powerlksa 
to o «« now» (Quote Kelsen) Page 11, 12, 13* 

•'The state is therefore hy no mam a power imposed eta society frees 
without! Just && little is it »the reality of the moral idea, the Image and 
roali^f ©f roason,’ as Kegel Maintains* Bather it is a product of society 
at a particular stage of development j It is the admission that this society 
hni involved itself la insoluble self-contradiction and is cleft into 
irreconcilable antagonisms which it Is powerless to exercise* In order 
&iat these antagonisms, classes with conflicting economic interests, shall 
iw>t consaso themselves and society in furitleos straggle, a power, apparently 
tfaxsMxg above society, has become necessary to moderate the conflict and 
Iseep it within the bounds of •order* f and this power, arisen out of society, 
tact placing Itself above it and increasingly alienating itself fr a it, 
is the state « * *As the state arose from the need to beep class antagonism 
In check, it alms arose la the thick of the fight between the classes, it 
is normally the stats of the aost powerful economically ruling class, which 
by its naans becomes also the politically ruling class, and so acquires new 
seen* of holding dm® and exploiting the oppressed class." 

Historical explanation by Sngels in *&Mfl a£ J Malt 
fjpopwrty and. J&ft State t 

*H» stats, therefore, has not existed from all eternity* There have 
been societies which have managed without it, which led m notion of the 
state or state power* At a definite stags of economic development, which 
necessarily involved fee cleavage of society into classes, fee state became 
a necessity because of tide cleavage, Ve are now rapidly approaching a stage 
la the development of production at which the existence of those clashes 
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hm not only emaad to I® a necessity* bat bocosee a positive hindrance to 
probation. They will fall as inevitably as they once arose. The state 
Inevitably fall® with the*. The society which organises production anew on 

bm^js of free and equal association of the producers will pat the whole 
state mefcinery ^ere it will then belong— into 'the Eueeaa cf antiquities* 
next to the spinning vLeel and the bronse ax,* 

Stt* describes the state as one aaaifeetation of the supers tr .oture 
representing the class which owns the tsesas of production. Sine® this 
superstructure is the result of the substructure or productive forces of 
•oolety* when the productive forces change the superstructure will change, 
Sowever* the state, which is a part of the superstructure* will try to 
prevent this change, for it is to the interest of the dcnlnant to 
■sic tain the status <joo. 

Capitalist society has produced bourgeois democracy. This cannot 
«dure because of its contradictions* i.e., it proves two antagonistic 
ele#m»s, This will not be so la a proletarian democracy* will 
gradually establish a classless society in which there vdll be aa state* 
bet aerely an adnini« tra ti on , 

Therefore, the proletariat should not be fooled by appeals to morality, 
truth* justice, etc,* for these are only bourgeois teres which have developed 
*# a result of the capitalist system, 

JfSOSSSitv jfog AaUrm ^ 


la order to arrive at Qemmxd.im it will be necessary to overthrow the 
bourgeois state by violence, because the state will try to aalntain itself 
toy .very mma at its oomraaad, Fascism in Gama ray - the last aspect cf 
capitalists* the ultfeatc desperate stage. 
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^ UUNNUtwiitt? _ 

| ^ 

Sm though cwmoiism Is inevitable, the revolution Is considered 

to bo th« aid-wife of to® oossoonist stag® of society. This proletarian 

;,ij 

revolution. is right because it doss not loud to another class society 
but to a classless society. It Is the inteHiger.ee use of force. 

; \ 

Hans considered th# proletariat to the class to carry out tire \ 

\ 

revolution because it was the exploited class under the capitalist system, ^ 
and, therefore, fulfilled toe role of the antithesis in the dialactio&l 
process of human .levelopaeat* 

Me at ffitiatea aUg at J&i Maftgtei t$ss2&ea&& Smsmsx) 

, The state in a coercive organisation for toe purpose of mJUitaining 
the expression of one class by another. By the revolutionary establishment 
of socialise, that Is*— by the abolition of private property in, and the 
socialisation of, toe Means of production— toe system of capitalism, and with 
it— the state as & social institutioti will disappear, fixe state will "wither 
away." The Socialist Society of too future will be a stateless society, a 
•moiety the order of which will be Maintained without too use of force. 

This will be possible since the social order will naturally be in the 
interests of «vwryfeo<|jr, «* that nobody will be tempted to violate toe order. 
But this ideal condition of Mankind cannot be established immediately after 
toe socialist revolution has abolished capitalism. Between the capitalist 
•tote and toe Commie t stateless society there will be an interred? ate 
st ags— t he dictatorship of the proletariat— Which is the immediate result 
of the proletarian revolution. The dictator of the proletariat will bs a 
state with a true government and win differ from toe capitalist state oa|y 
m tar ft* toe purpose of this coercive machinery will not be to maintain— \ 
bat rather to destroy toe exploitation of one class by another. 
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The proletariat Mast consolidate the revolution and a stablisfc a 
'dictatorship against comter-rsvolution, It must eradicate all bourgeois 
influence, for only in that way can it establish a classless society* It is f 
however* still a state* whose essence is force* 

Baring this first stage after tte sue-essful revolution, the proletariat 
will set tip socialist society (lower phase of CkaBinmisaa)*-wher« all of 
the asms of production are owned by the workers* 

However* this will still be partly bourgeois, because of the systea 
in which ass would be paid— not acoording to need— but according to amount 
of work porfcrced. (a bourgeois concept). 

Thus, differences in v aalth still erlst, but we are told they will 
not lead to exploitation.* because the naans of production will be 
owned by the state and not by individxtala. 

fto-CPl# ITATICN disappears by definition. 

This proletarian society will he superior to bourgeois democracy* 
bemuse the stress will be put upon fundanental economic aspects rather than 


upon superficial political concerns* 


Something acre shcmld be indicated as to the nature of this proletarian 
democracy* The very use of the team democracy indicates that during this 
dictatorship of the prelslarita the Marxists are thinking in terms of a , 
state (sines democracy is one of the forms which & state ray ensue® ). The 
writing of Marx sad Engels give a raasgtehly clear idea as to the form elf 


government to be established in the proletarian state* The Manifest# 
1 ./ 
Statse *Tbe first step in the revolution by the working class is the 


w&siag of the proletariat to the position of ruling class end to; estsblitk 


'/■ l 


dsanoeracy . "—and Sagels wrote* *Xf anything is certain it is that our par 


and the working class can 



cose to power under the fora of the 

FIDFNTI&i 
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republic. Silt is, indeed, the specific fora for the dictatorship of 
tfe* proletariat, as has already been shown by tbs groat French Revolution.* 

There la no evident reason to assume that the suggestions of Marx 
and Engels that the proletarian state be organised as a democracy oust be 
Interpreted to neon that the concept of democracy as established in the 
proletarian state is different from the concept of democracy as established 
in the capi talis t state. The concept of democracy as used by Marx and Engels 

is the traditional one according to which a state is a deaocr&'T it 

. o oe Mra sense, 

fulfills certain requirements of political freedom in a/direct or indirect 
participation of all citizens in government# Hfothing in their writing 
support s the assumption that the democracy which they expected to be 
established by the dictatorship of the proletariat would be owqpatlble with 
with dictatorship of one political party* Mux tool; It for granted that the 
proletariat--at the ament of the revolntion— vonld fora overwhelming 
asperity of the people and would be salted by a class consciousness strong 
enough to mate* undisputed leadership by a single socialist party possible. 
The m 3y difference between the democracy of the two states would be that 
the constitution of the proletariat stats would be acre democratic than 
that of the capitalist stats* 

Same st jdafen 1m msc s£ l&s. &g&» 

•The proletariat seises stats, power, and then transforms the means of 
production into State property. But in doing this, it *mts an end to 
Itself as the proletariat, it puts an end to all class differences and class 
antagonists, it puts an end also to the state as the state. Former society, 
soring fa class antagonist, had need of the state, that is an organization 
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*f the exploiting elan at each period for the rmiirtenance of Its external 
eonditiors of production ♦ * , As soon as there is no longer any class of 
•soiety to be hold in snbjsotioaj as soon as, along with claes domination 
and the struggle for individual existence based on the former anarchy: of 
production, fee collisions and excesses arising from these lave also beam 
abolished, there ia no th i n g more to be repressed, and a special repressive 
force, a state, is so longer necessary. The first act in whieh the state 
really comes forward as the representative of society a# a whole— the 
selatsr# of the mesas of production in the name of society— is at the earns 
time it# last Independent act as a state. The interference of a state power 
la social relations becomes superfluous in one sphere after another, and then 
becomes dormant of itself, (fcrvemneni over persons is replaced by the 
administration of things and the direction of the processes of production. 

State is only destroyed by definition net in fact. The state is act •abolished," 
it withers away. 

Tbs#, when the proletariat has established a classless society, the 
state will also disappear, since it will no longer be needed, 

&8w® this comas, society will have arrived at 

1* From each according to his ability— to each— Iris needs, 

2, Goaplete freedom and equality for all, 

Critique of Politlqg t 

1, Final goal of •^swamls#* is a baay-dietant Utopia— left to 
imagination, 

2* Bfething tangible on the institutions or aeebanisae of Gommmlst 
SodLety— or its control over society* Sow is division of labor 
to be eliminated. 
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3* Bialectio process (which is inevitable) oau«e to operate 

(because— as Boldene points out, t bay recognise the arils brought 
by tbs neoessity sad are going to eliminate tfcm. A srioeeaeful 
struggle against economic fat&llsa. 

4* Assume & class consciousness Which is noa-exi stent. (lenia 
points it out)— thus asking necessary a revolutionary group to 
activate it— leading to totalitarian dictatorship. 

$• Ms rseogaiticn of ither means of hanging conditions— <th rough 
ref cm instead of revolution. 

8# leglects positive functions of state Which have operated for 
general good— 4a spite of class concentrates on easily proved 
ooeroiae function for interest. 

7* Beject# any absolute moral standards in the inter ast of a narrow 
class weHty— ^sMch leads to the concept that* 

8. The and Justifies the m ea n s — -leads to complete ruthlessnaas— 
by which any of their activities— of any kind— can be explained 
and justified, and leads (like sconcaaies) to totalitarian 
dictatorship. 

% Exploitation and the state are both only destroyed by definition— 
through m acceptance on faith of the aystea. 

The whole theory adds up a secular religion, which provides a cojnplete 
eaqpiamilon of reality and gives life a sense of purpose* It is forced, 
finally, like religion, to appeal to nary prepositions which have to be 
accepted cm faith— free whlcl*— once accepted, viatsver else is desired can 
legicallybe proved. But, while religion accepts it (and puts forth depots 
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faith), Maradsa claims that its dogmas .are guaranteed by science, which 
I* irresistible to any properly instructed mind. Thus— it presents a 

scale of values and become— you sight say, & tribal religion instead 
«f a universal faith. 

Has Zks&MSk* 

the attempt to create a religion of Marxian will fail— and it will 
£&H because it represents an attempt to rellglonise a theory. Ho theory 
eaa bo consorted into a religion— and Marxism is essentially a theory of 
social evolution based upon certain fixed postulates# You can no more n»*»ve 

a religion of Marxism than you can turn the equations of Fuclld into 
po©try,» 

s>m*x 9 ie said to have ones ©aid of his^oelf that he was not a Marxist# 
fhis remark perlnps signifies not only his own personal indifference to 
tostrin^ completeness— it is also indicative of the po ssib ility of a 
variety of social conclusions-— both theoretical and practical— • that grew 
|»«re or less) from his teachings. 

Sven though his theories became the intellectual organ of party— 
socialism, Marxism was never reduced to formulas that ware universally 
accepted, even to those within the Socialist parties. In addition, there 
were ma^jr groups outside of to® Parties who claimed to be Marxian— —in one 
vey or another— although they differed tremendously from each other. Xn 
this sense fferxisa was not so much a philosophy asa n intellectual (or an 
ethical) stimulation or foment — and quite apart from both party movements 
aad from generalised philosophical conclusions, his principal ideas, that 
social institutions and political movements are in tima tely related to 
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underlying economic fo rose* have prowl to bo widely suggestive. They have 
been used by many non-Marxists— in the field of scholarship* They have 
posed « problem rather than a solutioiv— for, although it is clearly seen 
that material and econoiaio forces do accert & great influence upon sen's 
ideas and institutions* Knowledge of the Tiechnnis® of this action* contrary 
't» Ifandat belief* doss not yet objectively exist. 

Mast and More the characteristic form still called hferxism is that 
developed by Lenin* and nads evident by the success of the Gomsuniat 
revolution in Russia (although neither Jtsrx nor Suropean Soclal-Dewocratic 
leaders would recognise Russian developments as being in any way typical 
ear characteristic of Marxism}* 

Lenin's Sarxiesi wus to ti e last degree orthodox and dogmatic. Lenin 
professed almost a reverence for theory an indispensable part of any 
revolutionary movement. However* he conceived of theory as a guide to 
action* net as a body of statically true doctrine* a mass of suggestive ideas 
to be recognized and picked out ‘“or use in a concrete situation. On this 
basis* although he constantly profess®! orthodoxy* Lenin was responsible for 
the asst considerable changes that any follower ever male in Jferxist theory. 
And* since for present day Marxists the doctrines of Lenin seem sonatinas to 
have even more significance tl an those of Marx himself* it would be app- 
ropriate* 1 think* to sketch briefly some of the changes which lie made* 
with the recogni tion that is is frequently difficult to tell what was a 
valid application of principal* what wee a legitimate recognition of new 
facts* and what was shew opportunism* Opportunism* in respect to Jferxian 
theory was the there of Lenin's constant and bitter denunciation, yet he 
himself may have been the greatest sinner in that connection. 
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Stalin has written (in Leninism) that there are three interpretations 
of Lenin* a relation to Mwrxiamr--all partially correct t 

2* Ski reverted from the final form of Marxlsn, Ices revolutionary, 

(9*1 Kapitol) back to the earlier revolutionary paaqpfclets, 
(Bfemifesto), 

%m Be adapted Marxian to the peculiar state of affairs in Russia 
(but he did believe in inteznatiomliam). 

J, He brought Marat*# work op to date— taking account of the further 
evaluation of capitalist society and reformulating the theory and 
tactics of Marxism in the latest or imperialist stage of the 
capitalist system— in the light of developments of which Marx .saw 
only the beginning. In other words, he maths perfoctor of 
Marxism. This may be closest to the truth. Certainly it is the 
point of view which Lenin would have chosen concerning bis own 

71 % 

What were some of his major contributions to a perfection or 
reformation of Marx?* 

1. Me developed the concept of a limited, rigidly disciplined party of 
trained revolutionaries to motivate and lead the proletarian revolution, (to 
lead the less class-conscious, bat potentially revolutionary masses). Ms 
opponents objected that this concept was a denial of the Marxian principle 
that the relations of production in capitalism form the proletarian claws 
and its revolutionary ideology. They argued that a revolutionary movement 
must arise spontaneously— it cannot he •made 1 ’— since it cannot nm ahead of 
underlying economic conditions. This sounds like Marxism, but Lanin denied 
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ii and indicated, in torn— that spontaneously the workers do not fcecom 
socialists, but trade-unionists— that socialism has to be brought to them 
from the outside by middle-class i niello cttials • 

This concept brought about a nuaber of. theoretical ecnflicts— 
eoncernlng the relationship in ffendsm between the non-voluntary effects 
af economic conditions, an’ the voluntary effort s of Individuals (vague 
mif * ia &rx). Question*— if the production-relations of capitalism produce 
a trade-union neutrality in the proletariat— this then must be the final 
anssrer of the proletaairfc to cap-Hslis®. Question— if a Socialist ideology 
Wist ha produced by a middle-class Intelligent! sia and introduced to the 
proletariat from outside, how can one say that material conditions and not 
Ideas are the effective causes of social revolution. And finally, why 
should capitalist production-relations produce a middle-class intelligentsia 
favorable to the proletariat. (All the Marxian answers seem to run against 


frrrt”) i 

LMdn*a party concept applied to Russia was realistic enough— but it 
was doubtful Murxisn, since Marx had enphaeiaed tbs growth of clasB-consolousnoss 
doe to production-relations . linin' s parly seems only a vague application 
of the ’activist* principle and an application of Marx’s revolutionary 
desires rather than his formulated theories, since Marx had not even vis- 
ualised the formation of a separate party. 

2, la soajpfe&lon with his concept of the party* Lenin also changed 
the c onc ept of democracy in the proletarian state. Mum had visualised a 
true majority rule was a further step toward real democracy . Lenin repeatedly 
denied that the Bolsheviks, before 1917, were for seizure of power by a 

r.flNFIDFHTlM 
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a, Minority— or for reforms "not ripe la the co - .scicusnsss of an ovorw! aiming 
m jorlty • * However, these words have to he taken in the lifht of his theory 
of the party— which contains no implication of ma.,3 orlty— rule as a political 
institution. He stated flatly, in August 1917, that in politics arr.jcrity- 
rol » is & "conEtitutlocal illusion.” Jt better armed and guided Mnoidtr 
arast force its will upon the majority." 1920—” Glasses are led by parties, 
and parties are led by Individtials who are called leaders. This 5s the ABC, 

The viH of a class is aonetlms fulfilled by a dictator, Soviet Socialist 
democracy is not in the least incompatible with individual ruls and dictator- 
ship,.., ,What is necessary is Individual rule— the recognition of the dictatorial 
powers of one man, » « , .All phsases about equal rights are nonsense. Occasion- 
ally he referred to some of his expedient compromises as "democracy”, but 
they have no apparent relationship to democracy as an institution, When 
the critical moment came he turned to the Soviets as the ” true democracy”, 
but that, again, was an expedient with no relationship to political democrat . 

3. Again In connection with Lenin* g political concepts, he gave much 
acre substance to the form of the dictatorship of the proletariat which was 
not clear in either Iferx or l&gels. He makes clear that when the revolution 
destroys the capitalist state, what it establishes is not socialism or 
democracy, but a transitional state, the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
la which all the old powers of the state are used to dispossess and hold 
down the former exploltatlng class. This new order, organised in the Soviets, 
is led and directed by the Party, a class-co scions minority who are tie 
natural leaders of the whole working class. This transition period is 
visualized by Lenin as being several generations of violent struggle and 
there will be no irmediat e banning to the "withering away* of tha State 

as Xngels indicated— el ti |e» la time. 
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4* He dismissed the need— implied throughout Marxist theory* a 
bourgeois revolution eoj^pletsd through a proper political and goonocdc 
dsvelopramt* Hie concept that a tics of preparation mist ©lapse * ©tween 
the bourgeois and proletarian revolutions Lenin relegated to 8 tb© archive 
«f Bolshevik pre-^revnluticimy artiques— in the m» of living Marxism* ~ 
"Whoever questions the "completeness" of the bourgeois revolution fr nt the 
old viewpoint, 8 ho wrote, 8 aaerif5co3 lifing Marxism to a deal latter* 8 


The present situation La Russia roprossr-ts a transition fro® the let 
stage of the revolution (bourgeois)— to the 2nd stage (proletarian)** 

Two governments exist side by side— the Provisional (bottrgoois) and the 
Soviets (proletariat}* A revolutionary dictatorship (after Paris Oomaam), 
Hotting ia Marxist theory was clearer then the proposition that a 
revolutionary ideology can be created only by the formation of the proletary t 
in capitalist industry— that politics depends upon the relatione of production* 
Marx wrote that the final purpose of Sfcs Kapitol was to show that *no nation 
oculd overleap the tatur&l phases of evolution* 8 Sngels had written 
quantities to show that force can do no more than suppl oaten t a revolutionary 
situation prepared by economic developr.ents, 

This concept of Lacin' e sight merely be an extension of his earlier 
changes In Iferxian tl-ecjy— .that Socialist ideology was a creation of the 
Intelligentsia rather than a spontaneous product of industrial relations, 
although he had mlntained until 1917 that trie revolution in Russia. was 
going to be a bourgeois revolution. In 1905 he said a b rsrgeois revelation 
lad by the proletariat, and resulting ia *ths democratic dictatorship of 
the proletariat and the peasant ry. 8 (deviation again} 

1HUIE1BEMI1AL 
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Strangely eoopgh , Lenin’s materialism Is much more deterministic than 
Marx*s— eni le&is to serious inconsistencies In his thought. According to 
his philosophy, politics and every form of ideology Host be explained 
ultimately by the economic systsra— 1’ t, at the same time he magnified both 
toe role of the party and of the middle— class intellectual and minimized 
toe spcmtnne us creation of a socialist ideology in the proletariat* $a 
abandoned the belief that capitalism in a single country runs through normal 
stages of development, and he squared theory with fact by adding an additional 
stage to capitalist development# 

Obviously, what Lenin’s career indicates is not consistency of theory, 
but insight as a revolutionary leader. The results of his career (par- 
ticularly from the viewpoint of theory) cannot in any way he logically 
deduced from dialectical materialism. It proves again that the movement is 
primarily based upon the logic of faith rather than the logic of science. 

Stallnlaia-^s&teri&llsu plus nationalism plu3 partial collectivism plus 
power politics. 

mm 

St alin, much as Ler.in, has been led by circumstances to give a new 
direction to Marxist theory — and Just as Lenin Justified his changes by 
appealing to Marx — so Stalin Justifies his changes by appealing to Lenin, 

(he even gave the title Leninism to his most important volume of writings).# 
The end result, however, lias been to transform Jferxist-Leninist theory in 
such a rammer that neither Marx nor Lenin would recognize it. 

Take Just on© example—' the theory of the State* Both Jferx and Lenin 
had taught that It would still persist during the transition period to toe 
stage of Ccmmamlsa, but they had regarded it as a transitory phenoaencm. 
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aM the priiaaxy question tad been— 4rwo logg would it be necessary to endure 
it before it began withering away, once a true Socialist Society had bean 
established the withering away process would begin, 

Stalin pointed out in 1936, in his report on the Constitution of that 
year, that a Socialist Society bad been achieved in the USSR— "the instruments 
end aeans of production have been taken from capitalists and transferred 
to the State* all the exploiting class have been eliminated! and the 
proletariat has been transformed into the working «!*«« of society," 

tb9r * he no doubt that Soviet Russia, although it has ceased 
to be a dictatorship of the proletariat, has not ceased to be & dic tatorship 
there are not the slightest symptoms of the State*# withering away, 

Stalin has changed Jferxlst-Ieninist theory to justify that situation. 

It is evident, he claims, that Engels in propounding the doctrine of the 
State*# withering amy did not take into consideration the interna tion al 
situation of a state which is the only one which has established soc ialism 
Uith reference to this fact Stalin maintains that "certain of the general 
propositions in the Marxist doctrine of the State are incompletely worked oil 
and inadequate. They racoive currency only because of our unpardonaUy 
heedless attitude to matters pertaining to the theory of the State— in which 
we have had 20 years of practical experience— and which gaps in theory we a fcould 
therefore fill successfully. It is especially Engels* theory of "witherin g 
sway" which needs further development. This is correct, Stalin indicates, 
only if* 1. we study the internal development of the OSSE only or 2. if we 
assume that Socialism is already victorious in all countries, neither of 
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m>iQ& we can do, for although socialism has teen successful in one state. 

It Bust be considered la the context of the international situation, where 
a epaitaliat encirclement exists, Therefore* it met retain the repr essiv e 
state organ and have at Its disposal a wall-trained army, well-orgsuiiaad 
psdfflitivt organs, and a strong intelligence service* to defend the conquests 
«f Socialism from foreign attack* 

This gap is the Marxian theory of the State— the necessity of 
the coercive machinery of the state If Socialism is achieved in one state 
«aly* was not filled by Benin (he did not aay that the withering assay could 
act apply to one So c i a li s t Stated— consequently Stalin not only to correct 

SageXt, but also Lenin-a moat difficult task for a Bo lshe vik. 

Stalin says* "There can be no doubt that Xeain intended to elaborate and 
develop the theory of the State. Death* however, prevented Mb fro® carrying 
this task Into execution. But what Len i n did not manage to do s hould be 
by his disciples.* 

ind thus* under the protection of Lenin’s ghost Stalin developed a 
9mt theory of the State, (quote from Visfcinslcy* and add concept of "national" 
Socialist encirclement) Thus, the ultimate goal of Goansmisa is transferred 
by Stalin to so distant a future that it hardly becomes worthwhile to 
whether a stateless society is possible* 

Stalls*# rationalisation of the present state in the USSB is a mas terpiece 
of dialectical ftophietiy. 

"We are for the withering away of the State. And yet* we also believe 
ia the proletarian dictatorship which represents the strongest and mightiest 
foam of state power that has existed up until now. To beep on developing 
State power la order to prepare the conditions fra- the withering awsy of 
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ocmtraiiotory. But the contmdiation is vital, and wholly reflects the 
Ifcwcist dialectic .... .Whoever has not understood this feature of contradictions 
belonging to our transitional tisa, whoever has not understood this dialectio 

J 

historical processss—»th&t parson is dead to Utrxiss* 
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